
 

 

 

 

August 4, 2014 

 

Mr. Doug Pomeroy 

Federal Aviation Administration 

San Francisco Airports District Office 

1000 Marina Boulevard, Suite 220 

Brisbane, California  94005-1835 

 

Subject: Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), Gnoss Field Airport Proposed Extension 

of Runway 13/31, Marin County, California (CEQ # 20140184) 

 

Dear Mr. Pomeroy: 

 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above-referenced document 

pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 

regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the Clean 

Air Act.   

 

EPA reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and provided comments to the Federal 

Aviation Administration on February 6, 2012.  We rated the DEIS as Environmental Concerns - 

Insufficient Information (EC-2) due primarily to the fill of 12 acres of wetlands, the loss of 23 acres of 

wildlife habitat, and the reduction in floodplain that would result from the runway extension.  Because 

the DEIS indicated the purpose of the runway extension is to accommodate a small percentage of 

corporate jets that are restricted from operating at full weight on the current runway when under certain 

weather conditions, we recommended evaluation of a shorter runway extension to reduce the stated 

impacts while still accommodating all B-I aircraft landings (DVO is a B-1 airport) in all adverse weather 

conditions and improving efficiency for some business jets in hot day conditions.  The FEIS, which 

presents the purpose in more general terms, does not evaluate this alternative, stating that only an 

extension to 4,400 feet will meet the project proponent’s purpose and need.  An alternatives analysis is 

also required for the Clean Water Act Section 404 permit (40 CFR 230.10(a)).  EPA will further engage 

with the project proponent during the 404 permit phase to ensure that all reasonable alternatives have 

been evaluated as required by the Clean Water Act.   

 

We appreciate the improved discussion of compensatory mitigation options for wetlands impacts in the 

FEIS in response to our comment.  The discussion still incorrectly implies that sufficient mitigation can 

be obtained solely through payment into a larger restoration effort.  The mitigation proposal can fit into 

a larger plan, but the permittee will need to develop a full mitigation project that includes responsibility 

for implementation and addresses all the components identified in the Mitigation Rule (40 CFR Part 

230, Subpart J).  We will work with the project proponent and Army Corps of Engineers to further 

develop mitigation options during the 404 permit phase.  

 

EPA also commented on the lack of discussion of increased flooding potential from climate change 

effects, particularly sea level rise, for the airport site, which is located close to sea level within the 100-

year floodplain.  Since the time EPA reviewed the DEIS in 2012, President Obama signed Executive 

Order 13653 - Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate Change (November 2013).  This 

  
 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA  94105 

 

 






